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ि�तीय अपील सं�या / Second Appeal No.  CIC/NFCOM/C/2020/690921 

 CIC/NFCOM/C/2020/690922 
          
Shri Samir Sardana          … 

अपीलकता�/Complainant  

VERSUS/बनाम 

 
PIO, Department of Atomic Energy 
Hyderabad 
 

   …	ितवादीगण /Respondent 

 

Date of Hearing : 05.09.2022 

Date of Decision : 07.09.2022 

Chief Information Commissioner : Shri Y. K. Sinha 

 
Relevant facts emerging from appeal: 
 

Since both the parties are same, the above mentioned cases are clubbed 

together for hearing and disposal. 

 

Case 
No. 

RTI Filed 
on 

CPIO reply First appeal FAO 2nd Appeal 
received on 

690921 Nil 29.09.2020 05.10.2020 19.11.2020 29.10.2020 

690922 Nil 29.09.2020 05.10.2020 - 29.10.2020 

 
Information sought and background of the case: 

 
(1) CIC/NFCOM/C/2020/690921 

 

The Complainant filed an RTI application dated nil seeking information in 
respect of the Frauds, Security Expenses, Financial Statements, IAEA, Imported 
Uranium and Trail of usage of Imported content etc.   
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Etc.  
 
The CPIO/Administrative Officer, vide letter dated 29.09.2020 stated that the 
information sought vide RTI application dated nil against IPO No. 52F-919852 is 
connected to various section/divisions in NFC and also other units of DAE providing 
any such information would disproportionately divert the resources of public 
authority. Therefore, you are requested to be more specific and precise about the 
information to be sought. 
 
Dissatisfied with the response received from the CPIO, the Complainant filed a 
First Appeal dated 05.10.2020. The FAA/Chief Administrative Officer vide order 
dated 19.11.2020 held as under:- 
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In compliance of the aforesaid order, the PIO sent a letter dated 04/05.12.2020 
furnishing relevant information about “frauds” and “Non-nuclear products sold 
by NFC”.  
 
Still aggrieved and dissatisfied, the Complainant approached the Commission 
with the instant Second Appeal. 
 
A written submission has been received from the Complainant vide letter dated 
09.06.2022 which has been taken on record  
 
A written submission dated 09.06.2022 has also been received from the CPIO, 
Department of Atomic Affairs reiterating the aforesaid facts.   
 
Written submissions have also been received from the following Respondents:  
i) 11.05.2022 regarding dates of inspection and surveys by IAEA  inspectors in 
last 5 yrs.  
ii) 12.05.2022 regarding copy of the EOP laid down by NPCIL  
iii) 02.08.2022 ECIL’s submissions furnishing point wise information     
 iv)10.05.2022 regarding case numbers being litigated by NPCIL as on end of FY 
2021  
v) 04.08.2022 point wise reply of IREL  
 
 

(2) CIC/NFCOM/C/2020/690922 
The Complainant filed an RTI application dated Nil seeking information in 
respect of verification of Assets, verification of inventories, shortages and theft in 
stock, vigilance, contractors, etc.  
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Etc.  
The CPIO/Administrative Officer, vide letter dated 29.09.2020 stated that:the 
information sought vide RTI application dated nil against IPO No. 52F-919853 is 
connected to various section/divisions in NFC and also other units of DAE 
providing any such information would disproportionately divert the resources of 
public authority. Therefore, you are requested to be more specific and precise 
about the information to be sought. 
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Dissatisfied with the response received from the CPIO, the Complainant filed a 
First Appeal dated 05.10.2020, which was duly adjudicated by the FAA vide 
order dated 19.11.2020 with the following observation:  

  
 
The PIO, Purchase Officer sent a reply dated 09.12.2020 stating as under:  

  
 

A letter dated 03.12.2020 from the Stores Officer was sent to the Complainant 
containing information in respect of verification of assets, verification of 
inventories and shortages & theft in stock. 
 
The PIO/Relations Officer vide letter dated 04/05.12.2020 furnished the 
information in respect of vigilance, contractors, contracting/purchasing policy 
and audits. 
 
The PIO/Purchase Officer vide letter dated 09.01.2021 replied to the 
Complainant, in response to his email dated 18.12.2020 as under:- 
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Aggrieved and dissatisfied, the Complainant approached the Commission with 
the instant Second Appeal. 

 
A written submission has been received from the Complainant vide letter dated 
09.06.2022 and 31.08.2022 which has been taken on record. 
 
A written submission dated 09.06.2022 has been received from the CPIO, 
Department of Atomic Affairs reiterating the aforesaid facts.   
 
Facts emerging in Course of Hearing: 
 
The Complainant participated in the hearing through video conference. He 
stated that the information sought was incorrectly denied to him with a malafide 
intention and that no opportunity of hearing was granted by the FAA. He also 
prayed for initiation of penal action against the erring officials, payment of 
compensation and requested to convert the instant Complaints into Second 
Appeals. 
 
The Respondent represented by Shri G Naveen Kumar, IRO, D/o Atomic Energy, 
NFC, Hyderabad participated in the hearing through video conference. He stated 
that information as per available record was provided to the Complainant in 
both the cases in compliance with the order of the FAA despite the 
administrative difficulties faced due to the onset of the COVID 19 pandemic.  
 
Decision: 
 
Keeping in view the facts of the case and the submissions made by both the 
parties, the Commission observes that the instant matter is a Complaint filed 
u/s 18 of the RTI Act, 2005 where the Commission is only required to ascertain 
if the information has been denied with a malafide intent or due to an 
unreasonable cause which the Commission is unable to conclude in the present 
instance. 
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Hence, no further intervention of the Commission is required in the instant 
Complaints which are dismissed accordingly. 
 
 

                                                                             Y. K. Sinha (वाई

वाईवाई

वाई. 

. . 

. के

केके

के. 

. . 

. िस�हा

िस�हािस�हा

िस�हा) 

     Chief Information Commissioner (
((

(मु�य सूचना आयु�

मु�य सूचना आयु�मु�य सूचना आयु�

मु�य सूचना आयु�)

))

) 

  
Authenticated true copy 

(अिभ�मािणत स�ािपत �ित) 

 

S. K. Chitkara (एस. के. िचटकारा) 

Dy. Registrar (उप-पंजीयक) 

011-26186535  


